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REMARKS 

The Office Action of April 22, 2005 has been reviewed and the coriments therein were 
carefully considered. Claims 6-11 and 23-32 are pending in this application Claim* 6-11 and 
23-32 stand rejected. 

Rejection for Double Patenting 

The Office Action provisionally rejects claims 23-25, 27, and 30 onder the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentat le over cl um 43 of 
copending Application No. 10/079,373. Claims 6-8 are also provisionally rejected for 
obviou$ness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 43 of copending 
Application No. 10/079,373 in view of U.S. Pat App. Pub. No. 200:/0037160 ("Wall"). 
Applicants are concurrently filing a terminal disclaimer with this Resporse to overcome the 
provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 6112 

Claims 10, 11, 28 and 29 are rejected under 3 5 USC Section 112, ^scond paragraph, as 
being incomplete for omitting essential steps. The applicant has amended c aims 10, " 1, 28 and 
29 to more clearly show the interrelationship between the steps of each of c aims 10, : 1, 28 and 
29. Applicants respectfully submit that claims 10, 11, 28 and 29 are in condi ion for allowance. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. S 102: 

Claims 6, 9 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent Application Pub. No. 2003/0037160 ("Wall")* The Applicant respectfully traverses this 
rejection. 

The Office Action alleges that Wall teaches the invention of indep indent cla ms 6 and 
23. However, Applicants respectfully submit that Wall fails to disclose, te\ch or sug jest all of 
the features of independent claims 6 and 23. At the very least, Wall d>es not disclose the 
element of claim 6 and 23 that requires "sending a request that the wireles : terminal wishes to 
join at least one requested layer corresponding to a multicast group of a m dticast sei vice." At 
least paragraph 6 of the present application also describes this feature: 
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The exemplary embodiment utilizes signaling between a wireless teminal to <n IP peer 
through a serving base station for requesting subscription to a multicast group 
corresponding to a multicast service. 

(See paragraph 6). The Office Action alleges that Fig. 8 and paragraph 13 both disclose this 
claim element, however, neither citation discloses "a request ... to join at least one requested 
layer corresponding to a multicast group of a multicast service /' Conrary to tie present 
invention, Fig. 8 of Wall merely discloses processing a "request for lata" and paragraph 
13 discloses the technique of broadcasting data, neither of which constitute J a request ... to join 
at least one requested layer corresponding to a multicast group of a multicast servi ce." 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 6 and 23 are patentable over Wall. 

further, because claim 9 ultimately depends from allowable claim 6, i applicants 
respectfully submit that claim 9 is patentable for at least the same reasons as slaim 6, 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C, S103(^ 

Claims 7^8, 24-27, 30 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) a ; being un patentable 
over Wall in view of U.S. Patent 6,360,076 ("Segura"). Applicants respectfully traverse this 
rejection- 

Because claims 7-8, 24-27 ultimately depend from allowable indep mdent cla ms 6 and 
23, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 7-8 and 24-27 are patentable for at leas the same 
reasons as claims 6 and 23. 

Furthermore, for the reasons discussed above in regards to claims I and 23, Applicants 
respectfully submit that independent claim 30 is patentable over Wall in view <f Segura. 
Because claim 31 ultimately depends from claim 30, Applicants respectful y submit iiat claim 
31 is also allowable. 
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CONCLUSION 

Favorable reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested The Exa niner is 
invited to contact the undersigned should it be deemed necessary to facilitate prosecuticn of tie 
application. 

Respectfully sub: tutted, 

Date: August 19, 2005 Yk»dUc 1 

Phoebe K. Phillies 
Registration No. 56,431 
Banner & Witc >ff, Ltd. 
10 South Wackci Drive, #3 )00 
Chicago, IL 606( 6 
Telephone: 3:2-463-50(0 
Facsimile: 3:2-463-50(1 
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